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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kusano (of record) in combination with Encyclopedia of Chemical Technology, 
Centrifugal Separation article, (hereinafter "Encyclopedia"). 

The disclosure of the Kusano reference is discussed in the previous office action 
incorporated herein by reference. As discussed in the previous office action, the 
process using centrifugation is clearly envisaged from the disclosure of the reference. 
The reference is silent with respect to the specific centrifugation conditions, thus 
implying that any known and commercially feasible conditions are suitable for the 
process of Kusano to achieve the desired dewatering of the polymer. The centrifugal 
separation process for separating solids and liquids is a notoriously known process as 
evidenced from the Encyclopedia reference. The claimed conditions are no more that 
commercially known set of conditions, that, in the instant case, results in the desired 
level of residual liquid. It is further notoriously known in the art, that the centrifugal 
conditions, such as screen design and, especially, the radial speed (or gravity 
acceleration achieved) are important parameters that govern the process time required 
to achieve the desired separation of the components and the residual amounts of liquids 
in the centrifuged product. The screen size and design is also commonly chosen based 
on the size of the solid material that is being centrifuged. All this is a common 
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knowledge of an ordinary artisan. The Encyclopedia article is replete with theoretical 
and practical evidence of that cat. Thus, the claimed parameters are no more than 
result effective variables and optimization of the parameters would have been obvious 
as optimization of result effective variables to achieve the desired level of dehydration in 
commercially feasible process. This position is further supported by applicant own 
disclosure on pages 40-42, that discloses centrifugation step as conducted in 
commonly known commercial type centrifugal apparatuses and further disclosing that 
the choice of the centrifugal conditions are mostly dictated by commercial feasibility of 
the process. It is further noted that the illustrative examples disclose use of 
commercially available dehydrators that aloow the user to vary the claimed parameters 
to achieve the desired results. Thus, the claimed conditions, and, thus, the product that 
inherently results by using those parameters, would have been within routine 
experimentation of an ordinary artisan absent showing of unexpected results that can 
be specifically attributed to the claimed processing parameters. It is noted that no such 
results are presented on the record. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6-12-2007 and 7-16-2007 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. The applicants argue that the claimed centrifugal 
dehydration is conducted under the specifically claimed conditions, while the Kusano 
reference does not disclose such conditions. The examiner agrees that the Kusano 
reference, while clearly teaching centrifugal dehydration step, is silent with respect to 
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the specific conditions of centrifugal (centrifugation) dehydration, however as discussed 
above, the claimed conditions are nothing more than conditions that are common place 
in commercial-scale centrifugal dehydration and are dictated by commercial efficiency of 
this step to achieve the desired dehydration level. 

The bottom line is that the claimed process only differs from the prior art process 
in that the centrifugal dehydration step is conducted at specified conditions. This 
difference is not deemed to be a patentable difference since, as discussed above, the 
claimed conditions appear to be common set of commercially feasible conditions that 
can be achieved on commercially available apparatuses. 

Also as discussed above, varying the centrifugal conditions, such as acceleration 
and screen design, is notoriously known in the art and most of the centrifugal separators 
are designed so that allow to vary this parameters in view of the materials being 
separated and the desired final results. 

Thus, in the absence of unexpected results that can be clearly attributed to the 
claimed conditions, the invention as claimed is still considered to have been obvious to 
and ordinary artisan. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Irina S. Zemel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
0577. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleck can be reached on (571)272-1078. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


Irina S. Zemel 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1711 
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